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THE EYE AND EAR, AS ILLUSTRATIVE OF 
THERAPEUTIC SYSTEMS. 


DR. COOPER'S OBSERVATIONS ON DR. ORD'S PAPER. 
To the Editor of THE HOMEOPATHIC WORLD. 
SirR,—A professional engagement having prevented me, most un- 
fortunately, from being able to remain at last evening's British 


Homeopathic Society's meeting for Dr. Theophilus Ord's paper upon 


[Continued on next page.] 
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the Eye and Ear, I take this opportunity of going over the ground I 
had intended to, taking as my text the syllabus of his paper, and for 
which I trust, with your usual kindness, you may be able to find a 
space in your Journal. 
Truly yours, 
ROBERT T. Cooper, M.D. 
30a, George Street, Hanover Square, W., Oct. 5, 1894. 


In the short space of time allotted to a speaker at these 
meetings it would be impossible to deal satisfactorily with 
the many interesting points raised in this paper. I will 
confine myself to a very few, and then will refer to matters 
which, though connected with the paper, may not seem to be 
so at first sight. The first subject I wish to take up is the 
action of our old and well-tried remedy Hepar Sulphuris 
upon the ear. Hepar as a remedy for aural affections 
holds, if not the first, certainly one of the first positions 
amongst the multitude of remedies that we possess. Its 
action is definite, circumscribed and satisfactory. I wish 
I could say the same for all our remedies, and when I 
suggest that this very satisfactory action of Hepar is due 
to a large extent to the fact that it is an exceptional 
remedy, inasmuch as it acts conformably with expectation, 
whether given in repeated doses or in single ones, or 
whether given in low dilution or in high potency, I speak 
advisedly. Indeed, I can hardly call to mind any other 
remedy which in ear diseases acts uniformly well when 
repeated, except it be Calcarea Carbonica in some of the 
deafnesses of childhood. When I say that the action of 
Hepar is limited and circumscribed, I mean this :—that in 
the chronic discharges of the ear for which we are in the 
habit of prescribing Hepar, I find very markedly, and I 
may say beyond all question, the discharges that Hepar 
works upon with specific energy are those that date origin 
from attacks of scarlatina. This fact I have stated on 
other occasions at our meetings, and I now wish to empha- 
sise it. When one has definitely proved a fact in connec- 
tion with a remedy, not alone is one to be excused for not 
repeating the same experiments, but it is even questionable 
whether one has the right to yo over the same ground 
again. When, therefore, I state that I have additionally 
confirmed this observation, I must explain myself. On 
many occasions when absent from the hospital, the then 
house surgeon or other practitioner in taking my work has 
frequently prescribed Hepar for discharges of the ear. In 
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no case, whether these dated origin from scarlatina or not, 
have I refused to continue with the Hepar whenever there 
was the slightest grounds for supposing it to be doing any 
good. In not a single instance have I met with anything 
but temporary improvement, unless the symptoms dated 
from scarlatina. This statement requires a word of ex- 
planation. I do not for a moment mean to say that in 
an ordinary furunculus of the meatus or a recent abscess 
thereof, the Hepar will not come in as an available and a 
fairly efficient remedy ; quite the contrary, as will also 
Belladonna, Mercurius, Aconite, and a host of other 
remedies. What I do mean to say is this :—that in the 
chronic purulent catarrhs of the middle ear, whether a 
great amount of discharge exists or not, and where there 
is a great amount of perforation of the membrane, and a 
turgid condition of the mucous membrane of the middle 
ear, evidenced as it often is by coarse granulation or even 
the formation of polypus, we get in Hepar a most efficient 
remedy provided such cases date origin from scarlet fever. 
If along with this tissue change there exists a great 
amount of deafness, which though often the case is by no 
means an invariable accompaniment, Hepar, especially if 
given in the thirtieth dilution, is beyond question a wonder- 
working remedy. 

It has seemed to me that while the discharge is more 
under the control of the lower dilutions ; the recovery of 
hearing is best secured by the thirtieth, the dilution in 
which I have most frequently given it. 

I need hardly remind the members that when I speak 
of purulent conditions of the ear dating origin from scarla- 
tina, I am quite alive to the fact that such conditions 
are pathologically incurable if they have originated during 
the violence of the fever itself ; that is to say, if the whole 
force of the fever of scarlatina settles, as it sometimes 
does, upon the ear, and especially if the tympanal mem- 
branes remain unbroken ; the chances are a hundred to 
one that incurable adhesions form within the middle ear. 
Hence the necessity in such cases for putting in force the 
operation of paracentesis of the membrane during the 
height of the fever, and thus relieving the middle ear. If 
the membrane of its own accord perforates, the condition 
left may not be incurable ; while if the affection dates 
origin from a period subsequent to the scarlatina, and 
more especially of course if the membrane is found to be 
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perforated, the resulting affection, no matter how pro- 
nounced the aerial deafness may be, is almost invariably 
within the curative province of Hepar. 

To give an example : I remember once attending at a 
house and having pointed out to me a poor girl who stood 
crouched up in a corner looking the picture of misery and 
despondency. At first sight she appeared to be idiotic. 
Her friends said to me, “ If you can do anything for that 
poor girl we shall be eternally grateful.” She was quite 
unable to work owing to a deafness dating from scarlet 
fever eight years before. Nobody would receive her into 
their service, seeing that she was quite unable to take 
messages even when roared at. That girl came under me 
at the hospital, and in about nine months afterwards, 
thanks mainly to Hepar, was able to take a housemaid's 
situation, and could converse with scarcely any difficulty. 
So much for Hepar. 

In contrast with Hepar comes its compeer, Sulphur. 

Having carefully worked out many indications for 
Sulphur, and more especially its periodic action, I expected, 
when I first took up ear diseases as a specialty, to be able 
to knock off many old deafnesses with it. I do not hesi- 
tate to say I have been disappointed. To begin with, it is 
not often that we get marked periodic symptoms in associa- 
tion with ear disease. Whether it is that the class of case 
I have been thrown into contact with in London has not 
owed origin to malaria or not, I am unable to say ;_ but this 
I do say, that whereas a large number of suitable cases of 
aural disease are easily curable with Hepar Sulphuris, very 
few are curable with Sulphur itself. 

Spigelia, also, is an accredited remedy for periodic deaf- 
ness, and it too has failed me in many cases. Whether 
the ascription in our books of Spigelia to periodic deafness 
means that it cures a deafness coming on periodically, or 
one that is only aggravated periodically, I know not ;_ but 
this I do know, that I have not hitherto succeeded with 
it—a statement that I by no means wish to go forth as 
synonymous with a pronouncement of its uselessness. 
Spigelia is one of those remedies, a single dose of which, 
Hahnemann asserts, is capable of acting over a period of 
four weeks ;—a feature said to belong to other remedies, 
and one which I do not consider to have been sufficiently 
discussed at our meetings. 

Briefly, while on the subject of periodicity let me refer 
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to a case actually under my care at the present time at 
the hospital. A young lad who is suffering from deafness 
and discharge, with extensive perforation of the membrane 
of the right ear, took certain remedies without much effect 
during the first month or so of treatment. He then com- 
plained that the discharge was much worse at noon 
and at midnight. This is not by any means a frequent 
feature of aural catarrh. Knowing this to be an indication 
for Sulphur, I gave it to him first in@ pilules. This 
certainly broke down the intermittence of the symptoms, 
but it did not stop the discharge : I then gave a fortnight 
of Sulphur 200. This rather increased the discharge ; 
so that for the next fortnight he was left without medicine. 
At the end of this fortnight, the discharge from the right 
ear was so great that at night it left large patches of stain, 
as he described it, the size of his fist, upon the pillow 
case. I then gave him a single drop of my own tincture 
of Rubus Fruticosus. Next night the discharge had stopped, 
and when seen a fortnight afterwards the perforation was 
healing up well, and beyond a slight moisture in the 
meatus there was no discharge whatever. 

Had I had to deal with a case of Ague, of Chagres or 
of other intermittent fever, in which the symptoms, like as 
in the last case, reached a height, or otherwise notably 
altered at noon and at midnight, I would, judging from past 
experience, have confidently looked forward to the patient's 
complete restoration to health under the influence of 
Sulphur. 

The next drug that I shall take up is Tabacum. This 
there can be no doubt is a remedy whose proving must 
convince us of its great power over the eye as well as the 
ear. It is a remedy, too, that requires us to make inquiry 
into the fact that while some tons of it are being consumed 
every day in London and throughout the world, not 
alone by smoking but by chewing as well, it yet proves so 
potent an agent in disease when given in small doses, and 
of such little injury when used indiscriminately, although 
undoubtedly poisonous. A case of ear disease character- 
ised by excessive noises in the head cured with Tabacum 
was given in my paper on Single Doses in the September 
number of THE HOMEOPATHIC WoRrLD. I saw the gentle- 
man there referred to within the last few days, and he 
expressed himself as remaining quite free from tinnitus. 

But the affection that I wish to emphasise as specially 
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applicable to Tabacum, is a collection of symptoms in 
young men, which I take to be due to an anemic condition 
of the brain. Such a case came under my treatment some 
few years ago. The youth, whose age was about nineteen, 
was employed as a post-office clerk, and though well able 
ordinarily to carry on his duties, would be occasionally 
seized with semi-vertiginous sensations and a peculiar pale- 
ness of the face and expression of vacancy, during which 
he would chatter a lot of silly nonsense. After trying 
several remedies, I gave him Tabacum in the third dilution, 
and this perfectly restored him to his normal condition. 
This young fellow had been, when a child, recovered from 
an attack of tubercular meningitis by my treatment. 

The symptoms met by Tabacum resemble very closely 
those produced by vicious habits, particularly masturba- 
tion, for the consequences of which I would suggest it as 
remedial. 

I shall now say a few words upon a broader aspect of 
the subject. 

The ear and the eye as organs of the body stand out 
bold and prominent, stamped with a singularity and a 
character that place each of them in pronounced con- 
trast with the other and with every other organ of 
the body. Each forms of itself a chapter, which, studied 
aright, leads to most remarkable and most valuable con- 
clusions. To suppose that as representative of a system of 
medicine, we could ignore the teachings of either the eye 
or the ear, would be absurd to the last degree. I presume 
from the syllabus furnished to us on the notice paper of 
this meeting, that Dr. Ord has gone upon the well beaten 
track of drawing a picture of the similarity that exists 
between the various portions of the eye and of the ear. 
If so, he has been anticipated, some twenty-five years 
ago, by our old friend Dr. Richard Hughes, who with his 
masterly pen portrayed these similitudes in a way that few 
could equal. 

In the early period of my special study I endeavoured to 
follow suit, and if I say that I failed, it was but a case of 
“errare cum Platone.’ The fact is that if, as medical 
philosophers, we wish to obtain the teachings that are to 
be learnt from a study of the eye and ear, we must com- 
pare them, not as organs that are similar, but as organs 
that are in the main diverse. Taken up in this way, the 
study of the eye and ear leads to conclusions of the 


Hons ee ene THE EYE AND EAR. 499 


Nov. 1, 1894 


greatest possible moment to us as Homeopaths, as physi- 
cians, and as philanthropists. 

Let us well consider the position of Homeopathy at the 
present moment. A true science is invariably progressive, 
it is never contented ; it is always working, always thirsting 
for more, invariably insatiable. The enormous strides 
made by Homeopathy in the early part of its career 
stamped it as theoretically as well as practically, and 
practically as well as theoretically, far superior to any- 
thing that had gone before. The danger then incurred we 
had better well look into of stamping this great and grand 
superiority with the impress of finality, of mistaking 
superiority for absolute perfection. Did the early homeo- 
paths, it is legitimate to ask, fall into any such mistake ? 
I not alone fear that they did ; but more, I am perfectly 
convinced that they did. 

When, for example, to this Society was set the seal of 
finality, and when instead of taking the meek and lowly 
attitude of the true scientific inquirer, we, as a society, 
enacted that the practical work of the profession, repre- 
sented as it was by our hospital, should take a subordinate 
position ; and that we should be the judges of the fitness 
or otherwise of medical men for duty in that hospital, and 
that their position should be dependent upon us, we 
assumed an attitude that was certainly unscientific, an 
attitude which, if it has not curtailed the usefulness of the 
Society, has at all events done much to interfere with the 
welfare of the hospital and the consequent progress of 
homeopathy throughout the world. For myself—and I 
think on occasions like this it is far better to declare the 
plain and open truth—I would not care to come before any 
meeting of the Society to discuss many of the interesting 
subjects connected with the topic under consideration this 
evening. And my reason for thus objecting is a feeling 
that however fair and straightforward the intentions of the 
members might be, and I know that no more fair and 
honourable members exist within our profession, I yet 
should feel that their duty to the Society would run 
counter to the progressive objects of such discussion. 

But what I am prepared to do, and what I consider it 
my duty to do, is this :—For seventeen years I have taken 
charge of, and have in this period worked up, the depart- 
ment of the Diseases of the Ear at the hospital to its 
present condition of efficiency. During those seventeen 
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years I have done all that lay in my power to make 
researches into the actions of our remedies and into the 
nature of the diseases with which I have had to deal. I 
feel now that I have come to a point at which you may 
well ask me, or even if you do not ask me, at which I feel 
it to be incumbent upon me to offer, to give an account of 
my stewardship. 

What then I propose is this :—The subject of the eye 
and ear is capable of throwing, when properly studied, a 
great deal of light upon many of the vexed questions 
which are mixed up with that of homeopathy. 

For instance, we often meet together to discuss the 
Dilutions, and at times one, who, it may be, has devoted 
much time and thought to the subject, brings forward 
instance after instance where modern spectral or chemical 
analysis has been able to detect the thousandth, the 
millionth or it may be the billionth part of a grain of a 
substance in solution ; and piling up such like facts, he 
argues from this that there may be a sufficient scientific 
basis for the prescription of high dilutions. But I need 
not say that after such a meeting we disperse quite as 
wise as we were before. And with subjects other than the 
Dilutions enlightenment is also desirable. 

If, therefore, I assert that this and many other subjects 
can be elucidated and explained by a study of eye and ear 
disease, I say nothing more than I believe myself to be 
able to prove. I am prepared to face any gathering of my 
professional confréres, and to state the results of my 
experience when dealing more especially with the ear, so 
as to court discussion of the many interesting subjects 
which are of import to us as homeopaths, and which, I 
affirm, are necessarily attendant upon this study. I need 
not say that an attitude of impatience to argument, and 
which is really equivalent to a fear to advance, would be 
most disastrous to pioneers like ourselves. “ Sedet, eter- 
numque sedebit, infelix Theseus” is a motto that would ill 
befit a progressive section of the profession ; in theory as 
well as in reality we ought ever to be ready to face facts 
and to be guided by fact alone ; to follow after truth, and 
to seek what really is the truth, “ e’en though it were hid 
within a centre.” In this spirit, and in this spirit alone, 
ought we to approach the work. At all events, in thus 
throwing down the glove of friendly contest I feel that I 
am doing my duty, and will welcome any opportunity 
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that may be afforded me of appearing face to face with col- 
leagues alongside of whom for nearly thirty years I have 
worked, and whose good faith and earnest intentions have 


been proved on many similar occasions. 


